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DETAILED ACTION 
Applicant's arguments and claims filed on 10/26/06, with respect to previously 
indicated allowable subject matter have been fully considered. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of references below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 5, 24, 25, 33, 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Dong Wook Lee and Hun Lee in US patent No. 6,341,140. 

a. Regarding claim 5, patent '140 shows a system comprising correlation 
logic for determining, using a dynamically variable integration time 
(abstract, lines 7-14), a correlation function representing the correlation 
(figure 2, element 24) between a signal and a version of an identification 
code (figure 2, element 25), and analysis logic (figure 2, element 26 and 
27) for analyzing the correlation function (column 3, lines 55-61) and 
estimating one or more parameters relating to the signal (column 4, lines 
7-12), including a parameter other than the identification code relating to 



1. 



2. 
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the signal (column 4, lines 7-13). Further, '140 describes determining an 
integration time from an analysis of a correlation function derived from the 
signal using a default integration time (column 5, lines 1-8). 

b. Regarding claims 25, 36 patent '140 shows a system configured to 
estimate one or more parameters of a first signal using a first integration 
time (figure 2, at time 1), and of a second signal received after a first 
signal using a second integration time which may be different than the first 
integration time (figure 2, at time 2 after time 1). 

c. Regarding claims 24 and 33, '140 shows iterating until the one or more 
parameters are estimated (column 4, line 66- column 5, line 21). 



Claim Rejections = 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 26, 28, 29, 40-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over US Patent No. 6,341,140 as applied to claims 1 and 8 above, 



and further in view of US patent No. 6,477,162. 
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a. Regarding claim 26, patent '162 shows the signals evaluated to be pilot 
signals (figure 8, element 88), and it would have been obvious for one 
ordinarily skilled in the art to use a pilot signal to efficiently obtain 
information about the signal in order to make a fast decision on the 
integration time. 

b. Regarding claims 28, 29, patent '162 describes the second integration 
time to be either longer or shorter than the first integration period (column 
7, lines 53-59), and it would have been obvious for one ordinarily skilled in 
the art to use a longer integration time to increase accuracy in signal 
measurements, or a shorter integration time to enable a more speedy 
detection. 

c. Claims 40, 43 read on the limitations of claim 25 above. While does not 
show the method to be stored as instructions on a processor-readable 
medium or a server, the storage of instructions for code-synchronization 
on mediums such as computers (which can be a server) is well known in 
the art, as shown in '162 (figure 1, elements 10B and 10C) and it would be 
obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to storage the method of '140 in 
a processor-readable medium in order to increase flexibility, accessibility 
and mobility. 

d. Claims 41 , 44 read on the limitations of claim 5 above. Patent '140 does 
not explicitly show the use of a second integration time if the first one does 
not succeed. However, patent '162 shows a selection between two 
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different integration times based on a selection criteria (column 7, lines 52- 
58). Although this selection arrangement is different than the trial and error 
arrangement presented in current claim, it is a matter of design choice 
whether the particular integration time is adjusted and chosen before an 
unsuccessful integration time is used, or after. The results of these 
arrangements are identical: the superior integration time is chosen and 
implemented for a most efficient yet effective integration time. Thus, it 
would have been obvious for one ordinarily skilled in the art to use the 
form of adjusting an integration time shown in patent '162 in a system of 
'140 for dynamic integration period adjustments. Further, '162 shows the 
the storage of instructions for code-synchronization on mediums such as 
computers (which can be a server) and it would be obvious to one 
ordinarily skilled in the art to for reasons stated above in part a. 
e. Claims 42, 45 read on the limitations of claim 25 above. Further, '162 
shows the the storage of instructions for code-synchronization on 
mediums such as computers (which can be a server) and it would be 
obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to for reasons stated above in 
part a. 

5. Claims 30, 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent No. 6,341,140 and No. 6,477,162 as applied to claims 8 and 16 
above, further in view of US patent application publication 2002/01 15448 A1 , 
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filed in Aug. 3, 2001 . It is well known in the art that the root mean square error 
and the time of arrival are very useful parameters in GPS system, as shown by 
publication '448 (paragraph 111), and it would have been obvious to one 
ordinarily skilled in the art to use these parameters in a system described above 
in aiding determination of the position of a remote terminal. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jia Lu whose telephone number is 571-272-6042. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-4:30, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David C. Payne can be reached on 571-272-3024. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Jia Lu 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2611 




